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Summary

1. I am not in agreement with the proposal to exclude repeaters from operating in the 222.0

222.15 MHz segment. I am in agreement with the proposal to expand Novice class privileges

in the 222 MHz Band. I do not agree with the proposal to allow Novice class licensees to be

control operators of repeaters.

Discussion

2. I am an Amateur Radio licensee of 20 years, and presently hold the Amateur Extra class

license, therefore the proposed changes to the Novice class privileges will not affect me

directly.

3. I do not favor the proposed rule change that 222.0-222.15 MHz be designated as a

frequency segment where repeater operation is not allowed. Designating sub-bands for

particular modes is a practice that I believe is best left to local coordinators, and not to the

Commission. Since usage of the 222 MHz' band varies greatly across the country,

designating a sub-band here would undermine efforts of coordinating councils and would

unnecessarily burden them by forcing them to comply with a nationally mandated band

plan.
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4. I agree with the ARRL that Novices should be given expanded frequency privileges in the

222 MHz band. Since VHF band plans are determined largely by local coordinating councils

and local custom, Novices in some areas may not be able to engage in weak-signal

communications without being in violation of such band plans. This is also true to a lesser

degree for some repeater and packet communications. I would also like to suggest that

Novices be given access to the entire 1240-1300 MHz band for the same reasons.

5. I do not believe that Novice licensees should be allowed to be control operators for

repeaters. One of the original petitioners argued that Novices should be allowed to operate

repeaters because licensees of other radio services such as GMRS and Private Land Mobile

are permitted to be licensees of repeaters without being required to pass any additional

examination. While this is true, neither of these services are permitted to operate

equipment which is not type-accepted; therefore I believe that the current requirement that

at least a Technician license is necessary to be a repeater control operator is justified.

Conclusion

6. I suggest that only the proposed change to 97.301, expansion of Novice privileges in the

222 MHz band, be adopted. The changes to segments for repeater operation in this band

should be left to local coordinators and should not in this case be mandated by the

Commission. Novices should not be allowed to be repeater control operators since they

might be using equipment that is not type-accepted.
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